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^ JefifS. Jordsn 
KJ Supervisoiy Attorney 
0 Compfafate Exanunation ft Legal AdmmtebBtion 
|j Fedend Election Cominission 

999 F Stteet, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: MUR 6142 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 
We sre writing tfais letter on bdulf of Obsnu for Americs (flie Xommittee**) snd Martfa 
Nesbitt, as tteasurer, (collectively refeired to ss the "Respondente**) m response to tfae 
Complafate filed fa tfae sbove-referenced nutter by Luanne Moore, Elizdxefli Medeupos, 
HestiierF. Lftidssy, Bsrixsm Paglia, Msiy Norttm, Csrol A Adsms, Nora Widener, 
Psmefa M. Scola, Lfa Tahnas, Jesnne Psrî , snd Suzanne L. Martin (fiie "Compfanumte**). 
For tfae ressons set fortfa below, tfae Complafate are witfaout merit and diouM be 
dismissed. 

The Conqxfainte sltege flist Respondente faave violated tfae Federd Election Csmpdgn 
Act (tiie ''AcO Iiyiai0̂ viii8iy6ccepting excessive contributions fiom individuds, snd by 
misrepoitfag disbursemente firexm tfae Committee to various state psrty cominittees. They 
faave not 

Respondente faave acted m fuU compUance with the Commisdon's requiremente at aU 
tunes. The Conmusdon nû  find ""lessontt) bdieve** only if a conqxlamt sete fisrth 
sufifident specific fiicte, whidi, if proven true, would constitute a viohttion of tfae Act See 
11C.F.R.§ 111.4(aX(d). Here, tiie Comphnite present no evidence to suggest tiiat 
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Respondente have ever knowfagly soUcited, accepted, or recdved excesdve 
conttributions. fa addition, sU disbursemente made by the Committee to various stttte 
psrty conmuttees vvere rqiorted spproprisldy on Une 29 oftiu Coimmttee*8 reports. Tfae 
Ckmiinission therefore may not find '̂ sson to beUcve," snd must dismiss tiie Compfamte 
immediately. 

H Obsma for America was the principd csmpdgn coimnittee for Preddent Bsrack 
^ Ob8ma*sc8nqxaignforPtesident The volume ofcontributions tiie Committee rdsed, 
^ botii onlftu and through more traditiond means, te unprecedented for a poUticd 

csmpaign. To process tium sU, tiu Clonumttee developed-m tiie exttnoidftisrily short 
^ smount of time sflforded ft st tiu beguuung of a two-yesr election-cycle - a remaikably 
^ conqilex snd nimble vettfag snd compUance system Thte system met snd suipsssed tiu 

procedural requuemente tiu Act end Onnnussion regulations impose on the coUection 
^ and processing of conttilmtions. Most ftnportsntiy, ft ensured tiut tiie Coinmittee did not 

Imowuigly sccept conttibutions m excesdve smounte. 

The Conqxfainte present no evidence to suggest thst the Connmittee did not act fa fiiU 
Gompliancc witii tiie Commissfan'srequftemcnte. Because the Complainte aUege no 
acttid conduct by Respondente that violstes a stottite or regufation over vduch the 
Conunission has jurisdiction, the Complainte sre without legal merit snd diould be 
dismissed. 

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS 

A. Comprehensive Vetting and Compliance Procedures 

Befine tiu Connmittee laimdicd ite fimdrdsuig program, tiu Committee carefiiUy 
developed and implemented comprehensive vetting and compUance procedures to ensure 
tiut ft did not knowhigly solidt, accept, or recdve profabfted conttilmtions. Puisuantto 
Ihte system, and condstent witii tiu Commtedon*s regufations, campdgn sttifif and 
outeide vendors were tasked with examining dl conttibutions to the Conmiittee once tiuy 
were recdved - whetiier online, tfarougifa direct mail, fa person, or otfaerwise -fior 
"evidence of illegaUty and finr ascerttunftig whetiier contributions recdved, when 
aggregated witii otiier contributions fiom tiu same contributor, exceed[edr federd 
conttibution Emits. 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b). Any contributions made to tiu Conunittee tiut 
were fisuid to be excesdve were pronqxtiy lefliinded m accordance witii tiu 
Commisdon's regulations. 
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The COnninittee*s compUance and vettuig procedures uuluded an extendve back-end 
process to ensure it caught and refimded any excessive or otiierwise unfawfiil 
contributions. As the volume of conttibutions to the Committee fticieased during the 
course oftiu canqisign, tiu Ckxmmitlec continuously adjusted ite vetting and compliance 
procedures to sdqxt to tiie mcreased volume. At regular intervalŝ  the Cominittee 
conducted auttmiated seardus of ite donor database - induduig all conttibutions, vriietiier 

^ Fsised online or not'to identify any excessive donations. Contributions fiom repeat 
^ donors were exanuned to ensure tiiat the tottd amoum recdved fiom a dngjedon̂  
«a- not exceed the conttibution lunits. 
rsl 
^ After Preddent Obama secured tfae Democratic mnmnation, tiu Obama Victoiy Fund was 
^ esttdxlished as a joint fimdraidng coinmittee for the Conunittee and tiu Democrstic 
CP Nationd Conunittee. Pursuant to tiu Comnussion's regutetions, contributions recdved 
M by tiu (>banu Victoiy Fund vvere tiien aUocated to the Conunittee and the Democratic 

Nationd Conunittee. Sse 11 CF.R. § 102.17. Usuig ite comprehendve compUance and 
vetting procedures, tiu Conunittee examined each contribution recdved ficom the Obaina 
Victory Ffaid to ensue tiiat it was not excesdve or otiierwise unfawfiil. Any excessive or 
unlawfiil conttibutions ttansfened fiom tiu Obanu Victtny Fund were promptly refimded 
fa accordance witii tiu COmunisdon's regufations. The Conqxfainte present no evidence 
to suggest that the Conunittee did not comply at aU tunes witii tiu Commtesum's 
regufations, or that ft ever knowmgly soUcited, accepted, or recdved excessive 
coniributions. 

B. Resolution of Excessive Contributions Cited fa Compfainto 

The Conpfainte allege that tiu Conumttee accepted excesdve contiibiibons fipom 592 
ftidivkfaak. In fiut, oftiu 592 named conttibutors, only 82 ftidividuds made excesdve 
contributions to tiiie Coinmittee. Any excesdve conttibutions faave been refimded fa a 
manner consutent vdtii the Conunission's regufations. AU ofthe neccsssiy refimds were 
made by December 31,2008. The teble attached as Eadubit A uicludes tiiu names snd 
sddresses of sU of tiu individuds nsmed m tiu Conqxfaftite snd the lefimd smount, if 
sny. 

Ciiven the unprecedented scope of tiu Conunittee's fimdraisuig, Complainante speculate 
tiul tiie Conumttee nmst luve acted fa vtelation of fiederd law, and caU fi9r fiurtii 
uivestigation oftiu Cknnmitlee'sfinsnces snd leporting. Yet unwarranted legd 
condudons fixxm asserted fiicte or mere speculation wiU not be accepted as true, and 
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provide no independent bads for favestigation. See COximnissioners Mason, SandsbKnn, 
Smitii and Thonus, Sttttement of Reasons, MUR 4960 (Dec. 21,2001). 

The Conunittee's conqnehendve vetting and compliance procedures speak for 
themselves. Not only has tfae Cknnmittee compUed with federal faw, but it has fiur 
suipassed what te requued by tiu Act and tiie regutetions. fa eveiy case, the Comnuttee 
has used best efiforte to ensure ite fiiU couqxlisnce witii the Commisdon's requiremente. 
The Cominittee fans fiiUy addressed eadi ĉ the specific comributions dted m the 
Ckmipfainte, snd Complsuumte present no evidence to fiirdier support thdr sUegations 
against tiu Committee. 

For tiu foregoing reasons, Respondente respectfidly request tiut the CZommtesion dismiss 
the Complafate said take no fiuther action. 

Roi 
Rebecca H. Cjoidon 
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